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STATE OF CONNECTI(XJT 
STATE BOARD OF EDUCATION -. ."~: 

CONNECTICUT IXYTORKAL COMMISSIOh’ 

.?uly 27, 1994 

Ms. Marie Rust 
Regional Director 
National Park Service 
15 State Street 
Boston, MA 02109-3672 

Subject: Weir Farm National Historic Site 
Ridgefield and Wilton, CT 

Dear MS: Rust: 

The State Historic Preservation Cffice his'reviewed the draft 
General Management Plan/Environmental Impact Statement prepared 
by the National Park Service regarding the above-named property- 
In the opinion of the State Historic Preservation Office, the 
draft plan is consistent with the programmatic memorandum of 
agreement ratified by the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation, the National Park Service, and the Nati.?nal 
Conference of State Historic Praservation Officers. 

This office strongly supports and endorses.alternative 1 as the 
preferred management and development plan for this important 
historic site. Alternative 1 most effectively and efficiently 
addresses both Section iO6 and programmatic.memorandum of 
agreement historic preservation reguirements. 

We look forward to a long-term partnership with the National Park 
Service regardinq the continued preservation and public 
interpretation of the Weir Farm National Historic Site. 

For further information please ,contact Dr. David A. Poirier, 
Staff Archaeologist. 

Sincerely, 

Dawn Maddox 
Deputy State Historic 
Preservation Officer 

DAP 

TEL: (203)S66-3005 
59 SOUTH PROSPECT Si? - HARTFORD. CONN. 06106 

A,V E’J”ztL O,‘,‘ORTL’:V~TY EMPLOYER 



UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 

REGION I 

J.F. KENNEDY FEDERAL SUlLOtNG, BOSTON, MASSACHUSE,TS 022~2~2211 
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Sarah Olson, Superintendent 
Weir Farm National Historic Site 
735 Nod Hill Road 
Wilton, CT 06897 

re: Draft Environmental Impact Statement - Weir Farm National 
Historic Site, General Management Plan 

Dear Ms. Olson: 

The Environmental Protection Agency, New England Region, in 
accordance with our responsibilities under the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Section 309 of the Clean Air 
Act has reviewed the draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Weir Farm National Historic Site, General Management Plan. 

Hased on our review, we find that the draft Environmental Impact 
Statement adequately addresses the issues within our jurisdiction 
and areas of expertise. We support the commitment by the National 
Park Service (NPS) in the General Management Plan to avoid adverse 
impacts to wetlands, to protect groundwater and surface water 
quality by replacing or improving existing septic systems, and the 
NPS objective of promoting visitor use of public transportation to 
the Weir Farm National Historic Site. Therefore, we have rated 
this project "Lack of Objections - Adequate" (X3-1). Please see 
the attached rating sheet for a full explanation of this rating. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review this draft Environmental 
Impact Statement- p~=~~~ oontact StWP&l John of &i/A’ S 

Environmental Review Program (617/565-3426) if you have any 
questions about our comments. 

Sincerely, 

cJohn P. DeVillars 
Regional Administrator 



STATE OF CONNECT3 
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL 

BUREAU OF PARKS AhD RECREAl 

June 21, 1994 

KS. Sarah Olson, Superintendent' 
Weir Farm National Ristoxic Site 
735 Noa ~iu Road 
wilton, CT 0689? 

Dear Sarah: 

Thanks for the opportunity TV zevieu the Weir Farm hmw-ry 
Management Plan/EIS. mth the LPLS.-Pl~in~ that 
Alternative 1 is the vie option, although the State 
kP with its serious budgetary limitations would have had to 
settle for a scaled-back Alternative 3 at best! Our mixin concern 
is with the protection of the physicaL site itself and therefore 
we are pleased to see that no new structures are recommended 
within this small, fragile propsrty. I might add my prediction 
that the proposed administration/maintenance building on Weir 
Farm Lane with Alternative 2 probably would not be acceptable to 
the neighbors. 

Where to looate the proposed visitor center/admi~stZXtion and 
maintenance complex is of oourse your pnobIem and me requiring a 
balancing of pr,eferred proximity, availability, size, physical 
character, politicaL and zoning acceptability, and ready 
vehicular accsss. At one 0nd of the spectrum, an adjacent 
property meeting sattsfying most of these issues may not ba 
evailsble and at the other end Branchullle may be tco far 
removsd ('eIthough potentially ideal from parking, vehicular 
aocese and zoniq standpoints). Perhaps something along Old 
Branchville Road near the Junction of Nod Rill Road should be 
considered, as the pzopoeed conntrucU.on of new Route 7 in this 
vicinity may encourage some pxope~* *wne=s to consider seIl1ng 
and relocating , 

I'd be interested in your reaction. 

J@eph Hick& 
State Pailc Planner 

WC&? 

OC: file 

TO-m IQ.02 
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